Dear Professor Kathrin Braun
Editor, Critical Policy Studies 

Thank you for the opportunity to revise and resubmit my Manuscript, RCPS-2019-0036, entitled: "Jamming with Implementation Research.” 
I have read carefully your comments and both reviews and have revised the article accordingly. 
Regarding your main concern about the article's contribution to the field of implementation studies: thank for pointing this out. As a result of this I rewrote the introduction and conclusion. In short, the methodological exercise enables us to examine the implementation field of research from a distance and expose our assumptions on it, as well as reveal our blind spots on it.  Only by distancing ourselves from the common field of research we can actually acknowledge the gap in the literature. It is with my belief that this gap holds great potential to the research outcomes. Due to the importance of brining policy to life, I do find this important both to theory and to practice.
I do have one question – reviewer one has raised some important questions regarding the metaphors themselves. While understanding his comments, and actually sympathizing with them, I found myself writing a long paragraph of disclaimers. I was wondering if these don't weaken the argument and credibility of the whole exercise and was wondering if you think it should be a footnote rather that a long paragraph (see page …).
I would like to express my thanks to you and the reviewers for providing valuable insights and expressing support for my work, and I hope that the revised manuscript is deemed worthy of publication. 
Yours sincerely,
Neta Sher-Hadar




Reviewer 1:
Thank you for your valuable insights and comments regarding my Manuscript, RCPS-2019-0036, entitled: "Jamming with Implementation Research.” 
I have made major revisions in the article. I do hope that my revisions have addressed your comments considerably, and that you will be able to further support my article for publication. 
Introduction and argument: 
	Comment
	Revision

	"I think the intro can be tightened to state more clearly what, exactly, the paper is arguing and why this is important".
	Thank you very much for this valuable point. The introduction was completely re-written. I hope now it is clearer what the main argument   is and how it is contributing to the research on policy implementation.

	"I suggest that the author open with an anecdote or description of a “real world” problem that illustrates the paper’s central puzzle/problem with which it is dealing"
It would also be helpful here in the intro, early on, if the author provided a definition of implementation (as it relates to policy, presumably, and in the US?) for non-specialists…"
	Both these comments were treated in the same manner. Both were incorporated in the introduction, however, not at the beginning. While both suggestions are important, especially for those not in the field, putting them at the beginning frames the discourse to the hegemonic discourse, against it this article, with the metaphors, is all about. 


	"what, exactly, is meant by reorganization?"… and then made clear why we need to reorganize related research
	This is a very important remark. Eventually this word was changed, but the idea was to show that if we tell the story differently, what has been left out will be noticed. Up to now the story is so common and is blind to other options. 

	I think the author is trying to state this (the why) with the sentence beginning “The benefit of this exercise…” at line 25, but this sentence is extremely convoluted, by my reading. In short, state more clearly and concisely why we need this musical metaphor to define approaches to implementation and what it will do for scholars—what will this metaphor help us do better going forward?

	Since the introduction was written from the beginning I hope this has been incorporated accordingly.

	I then suggest that the author provide a more expanded review of the implementation literature and trends therein in a distinct section (not mixed in with the intro) so that when the reader comes to p.4 line 3, s/he knows exactly what s/he is talking about re. the “uneven history of implementation research.” 


	A new chapter has been added and hopefully the issues raised here have been addressed.

	As well, it would help here if the author distinguished policy evaluation research from that re. policy implementation, as it seems these areas could overlap.
	This is an extremely interesting comment. It is true. Implementation and evaluation – as Wildavsky and Pressman (1984) said – "are two sides of the same coin", this and other close concepts has rewarded implementation the essence of a residual concept. I am trying to change this. And distinguish between them, unfortunately this is a topic of another article I have written. 



Metaphors

	Comment
	Revision

	"While these metaphors are interesting, I not comfortable with the analogy between the policy implementation process and Blues music. As the author notes, the Blues came from slaves songs and were written as an expression of life’s difficulties. Namely, these songs revealed the pain of deeply racist, institutionalized violence against African Americans. Can we really liken the pain and atrocities of slavery to that of the challenges of policy implementation in 2019? I know the author is not saying these are the same thing, but it reads as a false (and even offensive) equivalence.

	This comment was the most difficult one for me. I completely agree with your take on this issue, and didn't intend, in anyway, to be offensive. On the contrary, I wished that by using this metaphor I could bring to the attention of the readers that this music has origins in a social injustice. The equivalence of the suffering wasn't for the pain of the research but rather the injustice of not pulling through in promoting public values. For this matter if implementation fails, policies against racism for example, won’t make a difference, and that in itself is tragic. 
After trying to change the blues metaphor, I decided to keep it, but added two things to the paper:
First, I emphasized in the text (p. …) that metaphors are heuristics, hence, they are only effective to a limit. I will elaborate on this regarding the next comment. 
Second, I added a long disclaimer before starting the exercise. I hope this answer your concern. I do hope the added disclaimer does help clarify that indeed no one would be offended by this.


	Even as the author notes that there are common features to rock, I think the discussion of rock music could be specified more, as there are many types of rock, all of which have different aims, audiences, etc. For example, punk rock (eg the Ramones, Black Flag) had a very different historical emergence, audience, and message from metal rock (Metallica, Iron Maiden etc). Punk arguably was also more rebellious and trying to catalyze social change and break boundaries than the ballads of pop rock (eg Guns N Roses). As well, for all of its rebellion, rock has, in large part, been very white male dominated at the top (eg Metallica, Slayer, Bon Jovi, etc), and also even in cases white-supremacist (see, eg, white power rock).

All of this is to say that—in the policy implementation analogy—rock isn’t always or even largely about “tear[ing] down boundaries and challeng[ing] existing rules” [p. 10 line 21], especially given the extent to which the music of Metallica, Slayer, Ingwe Malmsteem etc is highly ordered, symphonic and virtuostic, much like classical music. It actually seems to me that (politically-oriented) rap and hop do more boundary-pushing and revolution-creation (eg Public Enemy’s “Fight the Power”) than rock and roll writ large, so this may be a more apt metaphor? In short, if the author wants to use a rock and roll metaphor, s/he may want to specify the type of rock and role more precisely.

	As before, this comment is correct. It would be truly interesting to dive into the music world, and be more precise with the comparison. However, I'm afraid the price would be at the expense of the message. 
Implementation studies are stuck. They have been for some time. The interesting new researches on the subject are doing a great job in trying to pave a way in this field. However, due to the common assumptions, that are all a result of the history of the field, are not willing to challenge their basic assumptions. Telling it to the researchers raise even more questions. This is how this exercise was born. After presenting the argument it was clear where we extend our study. 
This is why I kept it simple, so that more researchers and practitioners could relate to it. 
I'm afraid, that being more precise means losing the audience.  



Conclusion and contributions
	Comment
	Revision

	While the author’s descriptions of implementation research (mostly) fit into musical types noted, I am not entirely sure what to do with all of this. Put differently, by the end of the paper, I am still not clear what, exactly, policy scholars will gain from using these musical metaphors.

	As a result of these valuable comments, the conclusion was re-written, hopefully answering this. 

	Why, for example, do we need these metaphors to put the act of implementation at center stage (p. 14 line 28)? Or why does this “new angle” draw our attention to “the actual actions of the implementers” (p. 14 line 48)? Can we—and do we-- not just study these things without the metaphors? For example, Samantha Majic’s work on the implementation of “john schools” in this journal (Majic, S. (2015). Implementing ‘new’ norms? Examining ‘john school’ policies in the United States. Critical Policy Studies, 278-296. doi:10.1080/19460171.2015.1027717) considers actual actions, but without the musical metaphors.
	Thank you for turning me to Majic's work on the John Schools. It is a great example for the argument raised in this article, one that again needed to be more precise in the conclusion, and hopefully is now.
Majic in her article addresses a number of important question in the study of implementation. She addresses norms implementation, the role of street level bureaucrats (via Lipsky), the political process of the implementation, having the policy a continuous political process (via Alison), and last she acknowledges the role of the context in the process. 
However, the question entwined in the article is the implantation gap – hence, what happened between the policy to its execution. The influence of the context on the implementation process is an important variable of the implementation process and one that therefore contributes to the unfortunate gap. For this matter, this article is an example for a case study that belongs to the jazz genre that exists today, but not to the one this article wishes to create. 
The contribution of the jazz genre can be the different question it askes when it is not bound to the implementation gap but rather to other questions: the professional identity of the stakeholders, their heuristics, and so on and the implementation categories they create. In this case policemen professional identity, the signature pedagogy, the heuristics to the norms and so on. All these might reveal another interesting story than what went wrong in the implementation (which by-the-way, puts implementation as the other side on the evaluation question asked before).  





I wish to say that the comments were very interesting and by no means didn't undermine the project, but rather helped me articulate better my goal. For me this was a truly interesting dialog, which unfortunately is done without the dialog. Hopefully we can continue this in the future. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]As for now I do hope that you will find this interesting for publication. 
Thank you again for your appreciative attention and wise comments,
Best wishes,




Reviewer 2:
I would like to thank you for your valuable insights and comments regarding my Manuscript, RCPS-2019-0036, entitled: "Jamming with Implementation Research.” And hope that my revisions have addressed your comments considerably, and that you will be able to further support my article for publication. 
I thank you for referring me to the Friedrich-Finer debate on professionalism and po…………..
" This ties the Schon point to the larger history of the debate"
Thank you again for your……….
Best wishes,


